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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14. and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 
06/27/07 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fomns the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which the subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 3, 7, 9 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wessol et al. (US 6,965,847), in view of Burdette et ai. (US 
6,129,670), Kestin et al. "Pathologic evidence of dose-response and dose-volume 
relationships for prostate cancer treated with combined external beam radiotherapy and 
high-dose-rate brachytherapy", Helmick et al. "Evaluation of post-plan dosimetry using 
TRUS and CT after transperineal prostate seed implant". 
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Wessol et al., teaches a computer readable media for developing a dosimetry 
plan for a treatment area (abstract), Wessol et al. does not specifically disclose the use 
of combined therapeutic dose value of radiation from internal and external sources to 
aid in scheduling and managing a sequence of tasks involved In producing a treatment 
plan, and a workflow processor for scheduling and managing a sequence of tasks In 
producing a treatment plan including the combined dose value. However, medical 
treatment systems for the application of radiation treatment planning using the 
combined therapeutic dose value of radiation from internal and external sources to aid 
In scheduling and managing a sequence of tasks involved In producing a treatment 
plan, and having a workflow processor for scheduling and managing a sequence of 
tasks in producing a treatment plan including the combined dose value, are 
conventional in the art as evidenced by the teachings of Burdette et al. (US 6,129,670), 
Kestin et al. "Pathologic evidence of dose-response and dose-volume relationships for 
prostate cancer treated with combined external beam radiotherapy and high-dose-rate 
brachytherapy", Helmick et al. "Evaluation of post-plan dosimetry using TRUS and CT 
after transperineal prostate seed implant". 

The Burdette et al. patent teaches a medical treatment system for the application 
of radiation treatment planning using the combined therapeutic dose value of radiation 
from Internal and external sources to aid in scheduling and managing a sequence of 
tasks involved in producing a treatment plan, and having a workflow processor for 
scheduling and managing a sequence of tasks In producing a treatment plan including 
the combined dose value (see abstract, see fig. 1 A and related description, col. 4, lines 
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38- 60, col. 2, lines 8-47,col. 45, lines 17-45, ). Moreover, the Helmick et al. non-patent 
literature teaches a medical treatment system for the application of radiation treatment 
planning using the combined therapeutic dose value of radiation from internal and 
external sources to aid in scheduling and managing a sequence of tasks involved in 
producing a treatment plan, and having a workflow processor for scheduling and 
managing a sequence of tasks in producing a treatment plan including the combined 
dose value (abstract, see sections: Materials and Methods, Discussions/Conclusions). 
Furthermore, the Kestin et al. non-patent literature teaches a medical treatment system 
for the application of radiation treatment planning using the combined therapeutic dose 
value of radiation from internal and external sources to aid in scheduling and managing 
a sequence of tasks involved in producing a treatment plan, and having a workflow 
processor for scheduling and managing a sequence of tasks in producing a treatment 
plan including the combined dose value (see sections: Introduction, Methods and 
Materials). 

Based on the above observations, for a person of ordinary skill in the art. 
modifying Wessol et al. with the above discussed enhancements would have been 
considered obvious in view of the conventionality of these enhancements. 

Claims 2, 4-6, 8, and 10, 12-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wessol et al. (US 6,965,847), in view of Burdette et al. (US 
6,129,670), Kestin et al. "Pathologic evidence of dose-response and dose-volume 
relationships for prostate cancer treated with combined external beam radiotherapy and 
high-dose-rate brachytherapy", Helmick et al. "Evaluation of post-plan dosimetry using 
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TRUS and CT after transperineaJ prostate seed implant, in further view of Good (US 
6,099,457) and in further view of Widener et al. (2004/0236207). 

The Wessol et al. patent teaches all the limitations of the claimed subject matter 
as applied to claim 1 , except for mentioning specifically that the input processor 
automatically acquires patient radiation survey record data from radiation survey 
equipment indicating: radiation levels emitted by a patient, and the storage processor 
stores the acquired patient radiation survey record data in the repository, a rules 
processor for initiating generation of an alert message for communication to a 
healthcare worker, in response to the combined therapeutic dose value, and 
automatically initiating generation of an alert message for communication to a 
healthcare worker, in response to determining inappropriate radiation settings of a 
radiation imaging or therapy device in response to said combined therapeutic dose 
value, wherein the input processor receives data identifying a radiation value emitted by 
a radiation source implanted within a patient and the storage processor stores the 
emitted radiation value and the combined value in the record associated with the 
patient, and wherein the storage processor stores the emitted radiation value and the 
combined therapeutic dose value in at least one of, (a) the same portion of the record 
and (b) a related record section of the record, to consolidate radiation related data in a 
particular patient record section, wherein the additional task is to be performed by at 
least one healthcare worker and comprises a prompt to a healthcare worker to perform 
an action. 
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However, medical treatment systems for the application of radiation treatment 
planning having an input processor that automatically acquires patient radiation survey 
record data from radiation survey equipment indicating: radiation levels emitted by a 
patient, and the storage processor stores the acquired patient radiation survey record 
data in the repository, a rules processor for initiating generation of an alert message for 
communication to a healthcare worker, in response to the combined therapeutic dose 
value, and automatically initiating generation of an alert message for communication to 
a healthcare worker, in response to determining inappropriate radiation settings of a 
radiation imaging or therapy device in response to said combined therapeutic dose 
value, wherein the input processor receives data identifying a radiation value emitted by 
a radiation source implanted within a patient and the storage processor stores the 
emitted radiation value and the combined value in the record associated with the 
patient, and wherein the storage processor stores the emitted radiation value and the 
combined therapeutic dose value in at least one of, (a) the same portion of the record 
and (b) a related record section of the record, to consolidate radiation related data in a 
particular patient record section, wherein the additional task is to be performed by at 
least one healthcare worker and comprises a prompt to a healthcare worker to perform 
an action, are considered conventional in the art as evidenced by the teachings of 
Good (US 6,099,457) and Widener at al. (US 2004/0236207). 

The Good patent teaches the steps of combining the data representing the first 
and second dose by summing values representing the first and second dose to provide 
the combined dose value (col 3 lines 4-11, col 5 lines 39-47), wherein the input 
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processor receives data identifying a radiation value emitted by a radiation source 
implanted within a patient and the storage processor stores the emitted radiation value 
and the combined value in the record associated with the patient. Moreover, the 
Widener et al. patent teaches the steps of a rules processor for initiating generation of 
an alert message for communication to a healthcare worker (see paragraph 181), in 
response to the combined dose value, storing the emitted radiation value and the 
combined value in at least one of, (a) the same portion of the record and (b) a related 
record section of the record, to consolidate radiation related data in a particular patient 
record section, wherein the additional task is to be performed by at least one healthcare 
worker and comprises a prompt to a healthcare worker to perform an action (see figure 
2 and related description). 

Based on the above observations, for a person of ordinary skill in the art. 
modifying the method disclosed by Wessol et al., with the above discussed 
enhancements to provide a therapy which combines low dose continuous radiation with 
higher dosage radiation for a more effective destruction of tumors. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John F. Ramirez whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
8685. The examiner can normally be reached on (Mon-Fri) 7:30 - 4:00 p.m. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Brian L. Casler can be reached on (571) 272-4956. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Infomnation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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